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Continuation of Moulton's

Cross-Examina t ion.

SETTLING WITH BOWEN.

Tilton Tliinks Mrs. Morse a Dan-
serous Woman.

. 11
TO A FRIEND tN THE WEST.

)
.

.Hew Plaintiff an! Defendant
Kept Accounts.

The i4Kfc bells, jingling merrily, m th» staid
city of Brooklyn, ana tlie ileigns tilled with happy
families of married couples aud children, tsKimr
advantage ol the snow, gave such a chill to the
court room yesterday that the dullest sympathy
was moved by the picture ot domestic discord
there. A wile was looking calmly on at a litigious
hnihand. Auolhi-r huj-biitid. iilleired to be her
seducer, was surrounded with his orood,
waiting fer the awful verdict. I; was

a stern representation of justice to see

all the«;e beings and their social forces rating eacn
other in the little suuare hall of justice while the

many sleigh bells made music in the Keen outer

Air.
BEECH KB TESTKBD1T.

There was Colonel Beecher, the defendant's son,
with his pretty, girlish wile, of whom he seemed
to be quite fond. Happy will they be, looking at
this contentious scene, if they deduce from it the
lesson ail important, if earliest learned, that "a ions;
pull is a strong pull," and every mtsstep on a vital
thing ol sworu confidence returns to pUjjue the

inventor. >

Mr. Beecher came In shortly beioru the opsning.
with his wi e. Lfis hairs are rapidly changing
gray. A bald spot Is at the back ol the crown,
where his long hairs are parted. He walks with
a slight stoop and wears an old mautle or talma,
which removing he sits erectly in his chair and
soberly watches the pe'iormunce. Mr. Beechr,like an» the drnmacis ptr$oacR, has
changed conduct durinu the triai. He began
It, under the Incitement of its novelty
and publicity, with an exuberance of confidence
and a certain amount of enjoyment of its drollness.He has for several days past oeen con.-spicu-
ous tor ins sooncty ami neganveness, ana rus
coarsest adversary coald not observe anything in

bis conduct to criticise. Yesterday He listened attentivelywitti a lace set to the key of
Heaven's comiort and ttie pitch of the
eartfi's satiety, lie moved forward among
bis lawyers and spent tnat extent of time
anions tnein wuich showed that be designed to
be saved by works as well as oy faith. A. nl|{h idea
of his intellect is held by uis adversaries at the
Bar, and they say that rhey see the ver» finest
touches gj the defence uj his personal suggestions.
His lotty loreheaa, his eyes, which are iixe natural
cameras to receive all the impressions of naure
lroiu lorms to temperatures; his extended
lace, ainpie in every leaturc, not one crowd-
inn the other, and ids lush, upe color, tue nieiluw
ripeness of an appreciative old a^e, tuscn<ii/lv
attract tne stu ly and admiration 01 men. That lie
was created and periccted to communicate to ms
lellows ttie subtleties and profound lessons of the
lue of which they were a p.trt i» manifest oy the
exquislteness 01 his sensibility, which is expressea.
like a sens! rive plant's, as e verV ooject touche® 111m.
TMOMUttf iogo anu pmekvoald appear to
have oeen superfluous to oue gitted with the
splendor oi his graces and sensibilities. He looks
the man 01 sorrows and acquainted with griet He
looksaflso tne loitv oracle, invoiuu'ariir sp-jking
tne trutuso! an irresistible authority. No wonde,,
us we nave said b !ore, that, hia people yatner
around li,in in c tlkl-llke faith ami aee in lum iuheient.proo.s ol tne reality of his commission .ua
inspiration irom un lugli.

MRS. BEECHEK
was attentive as ever by lis si<ie yesterday, and
drew a ot-art on Frank .Mou.ton all day. She Kept
up the coid smile, like xuasnine on snow, sue
has Had all t his * li».. and sooke souietiui -a lo w.t
nnsband and Bon, quaintly aud a :spiy.
By Mr. Beecher's siue was

.ic TIN I). ft'I.lO.N,
the celebrated pastor of the i.apust church, who

' got in a suarp fitrrit with Tiuon sonic year- ago on
the sub/.'c' oi oeer drinking. Fuiton at racked
Ttiton's Ijtlrudinarian notion* in trie
It is said, on ttie -uojeet oi drtnmng aie and intr.
Tilton responded oy raying that Fulton himself
nad drunk later beer with 'ft 1 ton at a Bowery gardenalter one of Fuitou's sermon*. Tuts was denied.A quarrel ensued and Tilton, beinginside the pics-, got tnt norntualao vantage. This Incensed .nr. Fulton, »iio
endeavored to nave a press oi hi-. own: but railing
to get support lor it 111 Boston came to live in
Brooklyn, wnere he puoiisnetl :iie Outlook and receiveda pu>pit. He ua* e«"ti an ardent advocate
/or close com inunion. His paper ha* perished;
but with ins huije. broad heud, dark eves, turn
figure and cropped whiskers, he w as onup cuous
as one of Tiiton's old victims in happier years,
Wllnaui M. hvurts being auuther.
For the first time

A I'KIK8T OK TflK CATHOMC CUTRCU
appeared In court.Kev. Fattier Carrol,, of St.
Tiucent. de Paul's caurch, Williamsburg. He
looked on very quietly, and had neither the expression01 pain nor enjoy raent.

THE USUAL -KT OK KKMALRf
were present I ilton, Field, Kaymond -nd .~hoarman.1 ney had precisely tile -atiie seats and i>cnavedas usual, quietly and wltnout interference.lhere wer* no flowers. Mis. Tiitun
listens, looks around, keeps ner ven up and
snows hum m nature, a* 11 unaware t.iai just, now
human nature is tenuiif her wun great uniiormity.
It is a nappv gift of Fiovnience to make all collars
lit, us, alter a while, witiioui dialing. Little
Dorrit, raised, in tn.- Marsimisea Jail, took her tile
as heroically as Mrs. 'luton, coining somewnat later
into open court. Her uiauner is a good deal like
that oi trie insnman's, who, asked to p:e.id gumy
or not gmity, replied t hai lie could not say till he
nad heard the evidence. Hue is getting it all.

ON THE BKNCtl
were Ma*or Hunter, oi Brooklyn; Associate Judge
Ueynoids, who tomery was tlie llrsi lawyer of
Brooklyn, .ind state Senator Murpny. Tney ail
watcned the ca»<* with' ut indifference.
Tilton WiM jcr ve and quiet,

MOULTOM
submitted to a very tioute and much improved
aty<e of cross-e.\aiuination without reg'-ntment
or suiienncHN, aad up to the middle
of the alternoon session held his own
lairly. He m a study.not lor anytning
mysterious In him, out for t'ie apparent in< ompatioiluyol -ucn cvo behavior wttn such a nervous

precision, una does not appear to require jtJie&se
to neutralize tlie cross-examination. It is j robublythe quiet cuitu e eI :.18 evfnuitfs and m associationswhich coinlutf to his reliei in ttits
cxtre ..ity. ire hours he has Riven to ti.e
nooler i>art or his mind return to do
him service wnen outness habits, weaun and
wor.dly coisiOrr are superseded by toe inexorable.
Very little was obtained ir m Mr. Mouiton yesterdaytosiTect this Jury. Much that was sought

to t>e ellcreu probably would have had no jurt in-
fluence. Very much Was inquired into o: au amusingirreievai.i », and tlie perfect coin tesy on both
sloes ma t Lite irial of character bjr talent toe
Kate 01 armed neutrality. i 1

WnOi KI I K IN OOt'RT.
A veiy ^upirHstive thiiu wa ie spp^arancfl of <

Moultons.jnior partner, V. >drurr, wh>i*not a >

relative o( ni*, uu>, on tne contrary, a very con- I
nerva'ive and uniutruslve in n. He entered
witu Mouiton and ssi by uis *ide, und
in this act dissipated the ruinur th.it <
no was malcontent or diexatmtied with
MoulfiniM behavi >r. Woo hulT is one of 'he
great merchan s 01 the penoi.a square, solid,
nnopniloiiated, if; ay-bearued man. lie is at toe
iieau of the- re.oi ill party 01 Brooklyn, whica oppose-what i" caned tne Kirnr.
To-uay the tesmiony reia es itself.

1 IE KVI0K.1CB.
Francl* P. Mou.tun cro s-exammed t»y Judge

i'orter.I had the account you reierreu to, ami
handed It to my bookkeeper to i>ut U In shape, and
1 will have it at one o'clock ; Mr. I'liton's account
lie Mas lilmseli: n jou choose I can hand in botu
accounts at one time; I should say that i saw Mr.
r.etcnei aluiosi as iifuuenily as Mr. Tllton; Mr.
Tllton was the most irequenuy at my bouse; we
were iu the uabii of making excursion* io«c!d r
(luring the miminer; wa went fmhiutf together and
nave been to Narraganaett loge.uer: I think tfie
flrnt vacation 1 patmeu with Mr. iilton wan id Ihom;
we were uot in the debtor WaHdngton together;
1 wan m tue naijit <>i going to tae ixthUm Ai/f oflli;#
Terr frsqueotl.) ; I wan in »>ni>attiy with tne womiiu'nright* movement.; I have Ik;en j, resentwuii Mr. I'ut n at ftorne of their convention*;it *».' hi newport; i <1o not think
we met in Uichmond; 1 wcut down lo iee Mr.
Uowen upon a letter oi aiituori/.»ti>>u from Mr.
'Mlion io Mr. Hi/wen to Kettle im account w til
him; l acted an nm attorney. if thai be- attorney,
hbip; I itiniK tUe letter oi auKiori/.atlon in i|uotfii
jn mr stateuien t; I have tiie original if it la in my
niatemeiH; It iia* been among in; paper* and
ouaht to <>«: ihere now; Ju.i^e Mo rm ami Mr.
i'eaiaaii hare iuy paper*: tue autuoiily irom Mr.
Ill ton ma:e me represent nun.
Jutlce Morris tnuu began to look (or the papar,

FEW TOI
but as they oonlii not And it Judge Fallerton «ucit«-sreatn »' ui"V use tiie printed copy uua suostitu'et ieoriifiuai when it U lound.
judge I'orior tlieu read:.

Bkooklt.i. Jan. i 1S71.
Mr. Ji. C IIowkv-ii.-I lif. t>> iiiihorize Mr F"rsnci» D. Mou ton to act
:It injr ImIihIi in lul setileineut w;t vou of all my ae
m um «rt>wiu* lutolmy- .>ntru. w lor wrvices to the
IniUufii l'iit aul the Brooklyn iWty Onim

rlir.UDOaB TII.TON.
Judge Porter.Acting under tbat ie*ter how

much aid you receive irorn .Ur. uoweu lor Mr.
In' on

\lr. Heacti.Wu o' ject to that.
Judge Nei »oo, however, did not sustain the objection.and the wttues* proceeded: .l'he amount

was nettled b» arbitration; it wu* |7,iwo; 1 never
received any money from Mr. Lieeciier, except lor
the tuition o Bessie turner and lor Mr. Tilton's
Liae; i received $&,u<h> in on<' amount, and tooie
uti.or sums were received from June, 1S71, to May,
1*73. mating somewhere between S'i.'WJ anu $7,000
in aii: i never visited Mrs. Beecher; my intimacy
w to her has oeen very slight; I have met Mrs.
Morse several times: very pleasau'It when i met
her; my relations wi ll tier were of a iriendly
Dature; I met her once ai Mr. Tiltdn's and once
Hi the house she was liv.ng iu In Scner.uertiorn
street; Ida uot rec >ilect the date ol my visi',
hu" I will try and remember be;ore J leave tue
ftanU: I have met Mrs. Uooker two or three
tun's; met tier ouce in Kicnmoud, at a woman's
ngms im-etlug, tu 1&71; 1 eitner introduced Mrs.
Uooker or Mrs. Davis to the audience at Uie solicitationoi either Mrs. Hooker or Mrs. Davis; I
am iioi preside toere; I did not go to the conventionwith either ol those ladies; 1 wont wita mj
wile and son aim Mrs. Sar.ih Sutherland Kddy un<l
lier daug&ter; the.v were n t delegates to tue convention;on tUe evening oi December 31, 1 ttiiuk
it w_i.v when 1 went to Beectier's house, I said to
turn, "1 understand tint .\irs. Beectier is repeating
stone" against Mrs. 'l'litou; n»w suon stories
ought to be stopped ; they oiilv tend to inrrea.-e
troubles," and ho said to me that Mrs. HeocUer
knew Mrs. Morse was a dangerous woman.that
was the xubatauce of what he said.and her enmityio Mr. l'litou might induce her ro listen to Mrs.
Morse, ami he would try and control it; that is as
near as i rtrntnlxr; Mr. Beecher aomeumesacted
ju my advice, I should say very generally; .»lr.
lutoc acted sometimes contrary to my advice; I
iiNiipproved ol Mr. Tuton's letter to Mr. Ueecner
idvismg Mr. Beecher to resign and leave town.
that is to pay, 1 c.isapproveu ol It without the sig
nature oi Boweu; the letter was completed on
ilther January 1 or '2; it was not seut to Mr.
Bowen; 1 did not disaporove of his writing the
letter; 1 told niiu tie ought uot to publish it; I ad-
vised him not to publish it.
Mr. Be icn.Tnere were two letters bearing the

late inquire* or by tbe coonael; it seems to me
that there should be Some distinction wado betweenUna.
Mr. Porter.There snoula be if there is the least

lOllM. YOU u.ider-tati 1 it to i>e the letter in
ITbleb he repealed tne cuarg-.-s o. Mr, boweu
igaiust Mr. Ueecher?
aiuultou.iuat u the letter I am addressing myjeuto, sir.
Mr. t'ul erton.There are two letters of January

1, 1*71. A. 1 did not kuuw anything about that
publication, nor did Mr. 1'ilton, as he told me aiterwards;1 advisea against its pubdeattou in January,is"l; 1 do not remember that tt was ever
printed by Mr. Tilton: I do uot remember that It
was ever printed In tne Golden A'je; 1 saw proois
ol an article prepared by Mr. Tilton In which was
incorporated tins letter ol Mr. Boweu's; I advised
tiieu auain.-t its Duplication; Mr. Tilton Showed
me uiom proois; 1 n* the poem "fiirManna*
duRe's Musings," alter it was printed; 1 thought
It ought not to have been published ; 1 told him so;
1 do not remember having heard oi the biographyof Victoria Woodhull beiore it appeared;
I diu not approve of the publication; 1 remember
a letter to a irieud in the West; the letreryou itave
just handed me is tu Mr. Tiiton's handwriting.

Juufe'e Porter then read:.
TO A FBIEND IN THE WESf.

Livingston mheet, Brooklv.n, l)er. 31, 1*72.
My eak Friend.I owe roll a long letter. 1 aui unwellml a prison r In Hie house, leaning baeli In leauirr

i isliioned idleness, an<l wri in.' <u my chair board tielorethe rlre. Perhaps you wonder that have a (Ire, or
anything but a hearthstone t.roken and crumbled, >ince
Hie woifld lias heeu tuid that my hi usehoM In IB rums.
And yet It Is more like vour last etter.brimful ol love
and wit, ami .sparkling like a fountain in midwinter.
Nevertheless you ire right. 1 am in trouule, and f

hardiy we a path uul ot it.
Ii .» list uvo yeari ago to day.this very day.the last

ot the year, that Mr. Bowen lilted his hammer, and
wit.i an uii ust blow smote isunier my two contracts,
ori1 Aitti the liid'.p't ilrnt and the other with the Hroo.s1yii The public llltle suspect thai this act "i Ins
turned on his leur to meet the consequences oi horrible
charges which he made igatnst Henry Ward Beecher.
I hav kept fjuiet on tile suoject for two years ihrotiifh
an unwillingness to harm utneis even lor the .--akc of
r /Irtig mysell oefore th public. Bat having trusted
to tiUie lor my vindication, 1 iliid ti.ai time ha* only
thi'M-ned my uilhcuHies until these u >w buffet me like
a loriu.
Vou know that Bowen Ions? ago pai;l to me the as--..oil pecuniary damages which grew uutoi his brealiingof the contract*, and gave in a writti n vmnca: i.oi
my course. and something' "lie an apology lor his,The settlement, so lar as f uuj concerned, is Anal.

Hut bow.j's assassinating dagger drawn againstB( -cher n.ts proved as u-iable a« \la beth - to "trammel
up the I'onwuu'.'uce." And the consequence is that the
air mI Brooklyn is rile with stones against lis chief
iieigvman, not growing out of the Woolhull scandal
merely. l.ut exhaled with c.er Ircsh toUines-. Itk>- mephiticvapors, irotn Boweu's own charge against
oi-t :.er.
Wriiv, the tongue is a wild beast that no man can

t«\ii and ht'c a woll it I** flow seeking to devour ihe
chlei sliephcd ol the tlocl, together al«o with uiv own
pretty lauibs.
Kor the last four or five we ks, or ever since I fsw 'he

.iiiel 1 hav litir ilv bad a res'lui day, and 1
frequently dream the whole thing over at night, wakingtli next morning ur.rit fur work.

114 v; ou any conception oi irktt it i« to puff.-r the
k e .esl possible injustice? il not, come and leai n ol me.

ro my Mthia* tin wroug and insult to my wue, in
whose sorrow 1 have greater sorrow, I have to bear the
additional indignity ol being misconstrued Dy halt the
pubi c and b\ .u iit trieii Is.
Kor instance, it Is supposed that I had n conspirator's

ha ,d iu tin- unholy iju-me^s, wnerea* 1 am as innocent
ot itasot the Nathan warder.

Il u hinted tiiai the libellous article was aciually
written by me. whereas ibeitig in the nortn ol .New
Hampshire) I did not know oi its existence till a week
alter it had convulsed my own citv anu tanuly. My wife
never named it ti h-r letters to me, lest it mould spoil
my mood tor public speaking. iYou know l was then
toiling dav and nUht lor ilr. iJreelcv's sake).

liii n.tiMi.it la Hi" mmmtuI the club- that I havede
Kern-ra led into an np-tle oi (ree love, unereas tho
wliulf body "I mv «nting* ntsnd* liM a monument
against tins execrable theory.
Miiicov T, r i- c»aru"d that I am In financial and

other relations w.tn Mrs. Woo'lliull. whereas I liave not
molten to, nor met, nor >een her lor nearly a .year.

I he history oi iuy acquaintance with her is this:.In
tin tprifnf otisn, a i«-a months ilu r Huu«u charge I
Her'her with t.V ino->t hideous crime known 10 huiniu
nature and had -lamnii'd the -toor of the lud'/int i-nt ill
n>y mm*i and when i was toiling like EtanajM tokMD
the aiid.il iroin the publi \ then It. wis thai Mrs. Woodiiull.hitherto a to'si stranr to me. suddenly sent l.>r
in- and pourrd into mv cars, not the boweti scandal, hut
a new oue of her wn, namely. aluio*t tne same iden:il'hItaie which she glinted a lew w«elu a«o. Iliink of
n! w ncn I wi- doiiie inv l.est to suppress one earthquake>lrs. Woodhull suddenly Htoo be lore me
porn-ntous with another. W at was I to do? 1 resolved
a all hazards to keep ha is the new avaianche uutil I
louiJ hi curely tie up the original storm. My leijr
Was that .she would pub i-li what she told to in?,
and to prevent this catastrophe I rcso veil (and. as ilie
result proves, like a tool, ant. vet wi h a tool's innocent
and pur motive* to mane ln-r hu< h a iriend of mine iliat
be would u v-r think ol dolnc me such a harm. 8o I
rendered her some important services including espe
uially s.iiiih labors 1 pen an ink i, all wltn a view itj put
an Hold her under an obliuation to ine anil mine

In so acting towar I her I lound. to my gad surprise
snd nstonishm ut. that she ose almost as high in mv
stluiation as she had done with Lucretia M itt, KltzabethCady Stanton, Isabella iMcher Hooker ami otuer

e\' elleru woui-n. Nobody who has not met Vr-. Wood
hull ean have an adequate idea oi the admirable impressionwhich she is capable T>f producing oil serious
persons. Moreover. 1 fell that the current deuun iaitonsaxailisl her w r<- outrageously utilust and that.
like inysell, she had been put in a false position betore
the public. .mJ I sympathized keenly with theannrava-
tlon of spirit whi' h tins produoes. ibis la^t lent a zeal
to all I said in her detain e.
Nor was it uiiill alter had known her for n number

of months and when I discovered her purpose to libel a
dozen repr sen a ive women ol the siilfratfe movementthat 1 su lenly opened my eyes to her real tendenciesto mis hict anl tneu it was that nidi-nantl v
repudiated her aoiusintauco and have never seen her
since.
nence her late tirade.
Well, it is over and I am left to be the chief sufferer

in the public estimation
What tn do in the emergencv (which is not i l&armg

but cioudm* itself dally) 1 ha >e not yet. decided. A
W iat 1 lotild do would be to take from my wrltln*

desk and publish to-morrow morning the prepared narrativeand vindication, wnich, with lacts and documents.my le>;al aivi»er» pronounce complete.
This would explain and ciar.u everything both (treat

and small (including the Woo'hu episode, which is but
a minor part of tlie whole casii. but il I publish it I

II1 u < I not uinv viuidw- II min fil riotloramu OMlrfllloil '.O
I* client which 1 had voluntarily imposed upon ni>'f.
Lut I uiusl put my old Irtend H .we to a serious risk ol
being smitten dead IjT Ke^ Cher's hand
How mr Mowcn w.iuld deserve hi* into I cann it siy;

but I know that all I'lymouth Cliurcli would hunt Mm
as a rat
Well, perhaps the future will 'inrnvei my »keln for me

without inv own hand, but, whatever happens 10 uiy
weather-beaten sell i wi11 to vou, O pro-peioas ' ou
radu, a happy New Vcar. fraternally youra

Til K UK)UK TILTi'N
I* S. .Bi'fora oendina thi< lung letter (which pay* nr

iehttovoui I have r -an it to my wile, who ilimi to
lupplmient It bjr sendi!!/her love and to.-d v,in i.> th-j
i tie white cottage und Its little redcnecaa
Witness-I received that letter irom Tiltoii; f

1o not remember tne exact date I i ceivu i ; i
1o not remember to wtiotn it wan aduresad: I <lo
not ktii.w to « i.iim it wuh written; I do no: ku w
whether n w..s ever went; It was given to uj«-; 1
suppose I have neM it tviT Hin e; I know Mr*.
WodU.il; 1 tit;ieve I fcuw her hist in the s; rin< of
l»71. souiewnere iu April; I believe I met ii«;t nrsl
at Her home in New Vork; uurii"xc meeting,
snortiy anerwaid. wan at i.. i«I re 'JMrou '*
house; I < au tlx the date |(y io.erring :o a canl
that appeared iiitiie >* i/rui xbortly alter ward { I
S.nv her suortiy alter the puhln atiou of ijiat i.,ir i;
I had never seen her ii+*ioi<; that intervie#;I aaw lier wiihm a ilay or two aiur
the first Interview; Mr Tilton w,n pre-ent at
that interview; I had a conversation with her
then; h.iw her a ier».». >1 whenever t ii.-re m
occasion lor it, iroin tune 'o time; I naw her lam
in tne spring ol 1872; she wus living then in
Sixteenth street; I viNited fcer accompanied r»y
Theodore Iiltori; lie wan with rue when I visited
her neiore; I nave also me' her in my own house;
I do not remember ever stopping over ntght in the
same hon^e witn her; i never travelled with her;
I oo not rememoer ever luesting ner outside of
New Vork; my interview with her lasted sometimeshour, gometim.'S two hours; mv Interview*with her were not always confined to Mr.
lilton's artairs; 1 nave made matemeire to her in
regard to the stories against Mr. needier; I nave
inade statements to Uer in regard to Mr.
liitoii; I do not remember ii.»*n loni/'g
my ladies' native* to ner reierrlriK to
Hie III ton business; I do not remember
u it traosplred at t. e in'erviow on tne i«t oi
fh-eeintier in the presente of Mi. needier; I did
l it read aii n-r p nolle atatemont; I donotrememierwhat part J omitted; 1 never staled to her
dial I cook a pistol and weut to Mr Heecher

IK HERALD, WEDNUSDA1
and demanded a paper ftom him under threat ol
m.-.t;iut do h; I uever stated au.\ t.i.nit to th it
ertect; I uevei charged Heeclior with a piteous
be-eciumtr mai uci; you asked iuc i iuumea> auu
whether 1 read any art of that statement or
whether I rend the whole 01 it; I can tell >ou; t
did rc.t i iii.it part a m:l the pistol scene, ind 1
cau teil toii ot something tnat wil< oe ol interest
to you in reiraru to that.; Mr. Heccher asked me
about that part of It tuat referred to the pistol
scene. and asked me n I lemein ered ativth tig
about that pistol parr ; he said he did not; I said
to Beecner 1 remembered anout the pistol scene;of
course there was uo tfireat, and i do not .von er
that lie uid not remember u; 1 do not remeuioer
hritlL/irii/ Mia U'linnhii .* mu h,,naa in .» y.rt

but 1 may have done so; 1 Uo remember a conversationat ruv house when she came there to 8»e Mr.
Beecher. when she tried timet liltn to prea de at
her meeting; that mating wan arranged by a
loner; i thins Mr. Beecher brought uie that
letter; I do not think I had heard about the letter
being .-em to .»:r. Beecuer; I nad a talk with Mr.
Tilton about Mr. Beectier's presiding on the same
day he saw Mrs. YVoodnull at my house; I hud no
conversation on ttie subject previously; I did not
tell Mrs. vvo 'dhull that land Mr. Tilton did not
want Mi. needier to know that tier leti< roatne at
our matance; 1 trunk Mrs. Woodhuit di I not remainat my house that night; 1 never louud Mr.
Tiiton at Mrs, VVoodouii's hou^e when I ealied
there; l«bci:eve he always le:t when I lelc; I disappiovedol ilie Bacon letter; 1 auvised a^aiusi
lis publication.

Did you advise against Mr. Tilton's first statementto the committee? A. Which do you cusideras hia Qrst siatemeut, Mr. I'ortcr; he made
thri-e; there is a Afik second and third Statement
to tne committee; one was veroal.

Q. They were not ail to tno committee! A. Yes,
sir.

The sworn statement; yon had advised against
the one he culls the "sworn statement?" A. ies,
sir; that Is the second s'ateineut.

11. I)tu you advise ajjaiust making' that statement?A. Yea, sir, I did; 1 do not know how Mrs.
'illton found tnat out; It was not from me; 1 do
not think I ever told the pistol story, except to
Air. Till on: i reported the interview aim what occurredthere to him; 1 advised Mr. Tilton against
publishing the true statement; it never was published;1 condemned Mr. Heee'ier lor ohtaiuing
tne retraction noin Mrs. Tilton; 1 do not
remember on the 31si of December or lat
oi January advising Mr. Beecher not to
see Mr. Tilton: I do not reniemuer on any occasionadvising mm not to see Mr. Tilton, bnt ro communicatethrough me; 1 advised sileuce in regard
to the Woodhui. calumny; he discussed publishinga denial to the libel; 1 old not see uow it. could
be don»; 1 had not read all oi' the Woodaull libel
at mat time; I understood very well what it
charged; I ii»a't think 1 Have react all of It up to
this hour; I have tiai conversations with peopie
about It; I knew the charge against Mr. Needier
that the article contained; 1 diU not know it
was lo come belore it appeared; I needed to read
a portion ol 11 iu order to tiud out wtiat they did
charge; I read more than that portion about myseif;l think i read the portion prejudicial to Mr.
lieecber; I d<> not Know what else the ai ticie contamed;the alterations la the Eayle card Were
made by Mr. Kinselia, with my concurrence.
Judge Porter then read:.
1 have seen in tbe morning pupcrs thai apulieatinn

has been made to Mrs. Victoria Wuodhuli tor certain
letters ol miue, supposed.
Moulton (interrupting).What page?
Mr. I'orter.247.

for certain letters of mine, supposed ui contain intorni&tiourespecting certain Infamous stories against mo.
She lias tw« business letters. .ne declining an invitation
to a sulfide meeting and the otlier to give her assistance
so icited. These .t.ni ail the letters ol untie ,n the liaiuls
oi any other person they have inv cordin assent io
publish. I will only *<lil in this connection that the
stories anl rumors wffich have for.a time been eircu-
lateil about -ue are grossly untrue, and stamp tiicui iu
general and in particular us utterly ialse.

Judge Porter.Why did you concur In striking
out this word "ialse" and insert the word ,-un-
true?" A. I do not remenioer why the word
"lal e" was cut out and the word "untrue" In-
serted; tue phraseology was made by Mr. Kinselia.
Ju<lge Fullertou tuen stated that he thought

there was a misprint sotnewnere, and when the
original oo uineut was examined it was found
that "false" was correct.
Witness.1 told Mr. Ueecher he might fall Into a

mistake by call ug tlie cominiitee ol investigation:
by advice oi couuse: I wroe uiin tue letter that I
did on August 4; 1 was not in litigation at that
time, nor did I expect to be: my adviser told me
to write that letter; ueueral Hutler was my adviser;he wrote me a letter ou June 29 or ;;o;
that was the first tuat I heard' from
him; I had not written to him be lore;
he has been a friend to rae belore.an
adviser, the same as he was in this case; 1 have
never pain hiui a fea or employed in in as a lawyer;
I do not think he was ever connected with our
uU'uijs in Washington; he had bien counsellor
Mr. Jayne atramst us In that business; that was
not a relation between him and me, sir; I don't
understand tne quest.on in that way; that was
not a re.ation between Mr. Untier and myself: he
was the counsel lor .Mr. Jayne, and ni-vertvas
counsel lor me except when lie was my adviser;
there was no lnendly advice while Ue was counsel
against us: ihe iritudly advice began iu this matter;General Butler is a personal iriend of mine;
he was not so when he was counsel lor Jayne In
the suits against our firm; Mr. i'llton introliin-Ml Hnrl»-r trt tiw> * wo q^rrlnd

wuii rlie government.; we made a settlement
througu Mr. Jayne; I have kuuwu Mr. Juyne ever
since that time; nave not couierred wit a Mr.
Jayne ou Mr. lieecher's affairs: we have had conversationsaoout it iu New York; 1 did not sen^
lor u.ni In regard to It; I remeinoer seeing tiun at
the tilth Avenue iloter, I tiunk General Butler
wrote me that letter on June J9: he has acted
since as my adviser; there is a difference between
counsel and adviser; mv letter of Auiru.it 4 was
written oy li.m; the letter or August 5 was not
written oy him; It was a repiy to Mr. needier'* of
August 4: that letter was written oy my sell, In
conjunction with Theodore Til ton: Mr. Tllton was
not present viinuenerel Batter wrote the letter
or August 4; he had not been comerred with
on the fUbjeot; I have never paid anv
lawyer's .ee» to fieneral Butler; I nave
BOt paid Anything to any counsel in
tins matter; I have not engaged to pav any o' the
lees in this case; I have not contributed to the expensesof this litigation in au.v lorm; I do not
thirtk 1 have contributed to the publications that
have been made irom time to time; 1 have paid
nothing and promised notiung; all that I paid was
in my. own litigation.

y. in connection with the indictments?
Mr. Beacn.\\ait one moment. I object to any

evidence oi any llbei suit.
.Judge Neilson.All that I hsve ruled out.
Mr. tivuris.It dot s not bear upon this witness

in we.g.ting ids testimony by the Court or jury. I
unueratano, Your Honor, that when we offered to
show me al iunde Oi this witness under tIM publicationoi the indictments, and under the civil
suits ior libels, you ruled thai that does not onsiiruteevidence to ailect Ins credit witti tne jury
as to uis statements in this case.
Judge Neilson.i SO rated. It has been dec.dcd

mow tnan i.nc» in tnis one that a critni.i il indictmentdoes not ailect tne testimony of tne Witness.
Mr. Evarts.I do not say that, but It is mat he 18

made a par'y defendant on toe same side o! a controvers.in which lie now appears as a witness. In
the condition oi persecution, 11 you please. 1 don't
care whether it is per-ecution or not.
Judge Neiisou.1 don't know tnat It is.
Mr. hvaris.Nor 1; but that he holds that positionin regard to the suits filed against him, justly

or unjustly, lie is indicted lor libel against Mr.
Beecrier.
Judge Neilson.That does not affect him here.
Mr. Evarta. You so rule?
Judge Neilson.l so rule.
Mr. hvaits.Anything that goes to show the

animus or oppo-iuon between the witness and the
party against, whom be is testifying is primary
evidence to show tnat he la not a disinterested
and lmuirnal witness, but is lumseir a party in
the controversy, and now we offer this position in
all these suns as evidence t ;at he is not an impartialwitness, but is a party to the controversy.
Judge Nenson. I am iuliug on tne assumption

that some third person not named has hail, or has,
some litigation with tne witness, a case in which
that third person was the mover. We have it
already that »his witness is hostile to the deiendaut,avowed by niuioeli yesterday. That lact distinctlyappears.

Mr. Evarts.Have we it down on the record that
he has said that he is a hostile witness r
Judge .Ne.lson.lheir friendly relations ceased.
Mr. Evarta.On, their friendly relations ceased.

That, is not an avowui that he is nostiie and bitteily hostile.
Judge Neilson.Your lud.ctmont la broad

enough.
Mr. Evarts.That the jury will judge or.
Judge Neilson.I mink you must be content

with an exception.
Mr. Evarw.But Your Honor tells me you cxcli.deit ou tne idea mat it is a mere transaction
m il u Hard person.

.lU'.ge Neiltton.In i>art.
Mr. Evarta.Well, In part. Then the part that

is j'u: with third person
Judge S..lisI ruled out.
Mr. Kvarlfl.rue hmu per.-uQ! Dow la It a third

peraoa t
Neiison.On yonr atat^iuont, that a third

person has urougtit anil against in« wmieaa.
Mr. .And )» ; ha.i honn indicted.

Neiisou.He has been indicted and to the
lifiiuUdtir. '

Mr. tvaris.Wo don't offer the Indictment as
proving if truth. I ofT'r It a* a prosecution

im on the coinpi tint of Mr. Beecner, and
^« ur Honor « xol » le-* tout aa not bearing on the
question as lo whether the \\lni> >.-> w biassed.
Juaufi N 'iIbod.It if very clear to me. A l»rln:_'s

an ac'.ion ;i tram at It lor a large estate. It cannot
vurn around .»n>i have the chief witness indicted
in order to alfect hi* testimony beloro a jory.
Mr hvaria.I ol/er it uh affecting the animtia of

the wilitetM. ir.ese tninga are quite di.* unburnat).';,If Your Honor pie tan.
Jutitfe >ein»on.I >111 very clear al>oct this I do

not win Hii> extended reuwaa.
Mr. Krartf -I do not propose to argue it .»ny

fuither: oat I propose to lane Kotir Honor's ruling
in iieUnite form. We offer to prove r»y true witnes«iue potituA m whtcn noHtati'l? tn reference
both to i f1 *i'#iic pro*e< il'ion and the civil auits
that nave grown up sirico ti.l<i controvei»y net.»eiMiMr. in.on anil Ur. Ite-ciier a.o.jp, otu<*r than
una Mint. We will embrace the wnoie, and Votir
llnrior rulr>4 H»i*m m.f

Judge Neiin'.e.^ <;.h.
Mr. Kvui ih..<o» I oif'' < .! of r Jir trutiarn »eparaieiy,uiid uks Your ilor>or i rudug.
JudiiH ,\ei -'in.TM'f u.e so lounrl, au<l I

make trie h.iiih' ruling.
me Court tuuii a«i)o iro«' I until two r. M.

AH K in US
Francli D. Mou'ton replied, arid his cromexarniuatH'iihm* resumed <jf tx-Jud/e Porter,
lie was uues'.ioued a* to ni* ]nr.:/ir ol AlWUMl l>. mill
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what it mnsnt! He replied that It *i»« a reply ti
a lui °r fioiu tor. Heecner. dated August 4.

n. At tie ti e that n-piv was prepared waa am
one resent except jou and iir Jiitou » A. 1 cl<
not remember.

g. Who nd ihe writing of that letter ? A- Theo
Uore niton; I <lo not reine iber whetier leu
gruised It or not; I do riot remember if It wan In
in v ba d writing; i think it wad tugrotHdiwi
copyist: it wa« in repiy to Mr. Ueeoher's letter o
the previous day.
Letter handed to witness. The wltnes- read the

letter at gr-.it length. a dead silence retiming in
court tin nic 11111 c. ii.jvink reau ii, me wiiucm

saia. "Tnat ih ttie document."
Mr. Evans,.We propose to read the letter to

which tiie document just tead oy tlie witness was
au answer. Your ilouor tuouirht the letrer wa-i
nut uecessary, because tbe t<'suiuonv snowed the
friendly lelations tuat existed between Mr.
Moulton ana Mr. Beecher before the 28th or Jul?
letters. Tlie real point ol 'he letters was to show
tne triendly relations between these parties. The
witness siatod that those i elation* had been
iricuuiy, but that could not bo gathered
from the letters, as there was notuiDu
hostile in them. Hut tbe letter ot Mr.
Beecher to Mr. Moutton became the subject
01 a conference between Mr. Moultou aud Mr.
Tilton. The* then prepared this answer, which
Mi. Tilton dratted and Mr. Moulton signed. The;
then sent It form. Out, therefore, makes it an
act in winch tnnpUinilT participated. It la a
part ol the transaction between those two parties
in reference to the Investigation or the suppression
ofine iuvestijjatlou. The letters stood in Your
Honor's appreciation 01 thein, as mere letters ol
Mr. lieectier, be-huso, whether or not they broke
oil'their relations. Your Honor will see by tuose
letters that wh n itiey come t" be an act of Mr.
Tilton in withholding access to Mr. Beecher, that
was the Immediate concern Mr. Tilton had with
the matter.

Mr. Beach.There was a letter addressed by Mr.
Beecher to Mr. Moulton on the 24tli of July making
a request lor letters and papers connected wit./i
this controversy. That letter, without our objectionto it, is, 1 believe, in evidence. I believe, also,
the le'ter ot Mr. needier to Mr. Moultou ol the 2bth
ol July, 1874, was also Kiven m evidence.
Mr. Porter then proposed to read the reply ol

Up hnarlntr I'ntM A mrnul A l uT.t I

jectea to that letter, and it was ruled out, on the
Krouml that the statements made by Mr. Beecher
to Air. MouPon respecting detain, particularly
01 what was said to be the origin 01 the breach ot
their friendship, were inadmissible.that auv pariticuiars oi the controversy between Die witness
and Mr. Beecher could not direct the declarations
or introduce the dec arauons ot Mr. lieecner and
the witness as bearing upon the main issu of this
controversy. 1 am not aware, sir, tnat the letter
to which reierenoe is now made, August 5, 1874,
was then presented tor discussion or consit'era!tion. 1 am not aware that any offer was made of
thai letter, or any objection made to it on our be!hair. i» I he only objecrion we made, or now offer
to make, is to the le ter oi August 4. by Beecher to
Mouitou. if the object or the letter oi August
5 is to lay a foundation for letting in the letter of
Mr. Beecheroi August 4, why. then, wc object, so
far as it is now offered, and so tar as it is proiposed to prove declarations on the part of Mr.
Tiuoti, In so inr as those declaratious are material
to the main i-sue. 1 see no oojection to tueir injtroductiou; but I desire to press the objection
ma<ie yesterday, on which Vour Honor ruled, in
relerence to Mr. Beecher's letter oi August 4. I
stated yesterday what I supposed to be the rule of
luw, wltnout any specific examination oi m? questionin regard to me admissibility ot the details of
conversations between a witness and a party
against whom he is introduced for the purpose of
proving the presence ol inai.ee or ill will. 1 have
looked at the case oi Poyuton vs. Foyutou, decided
In trie Court oi Appeals, and at page !280 ot rue reportfrom which I quote there is the following
language:.
in .in action for slander the plaintiff, as a witness on

his own bchalt. staled, on cross examination, that he
hal litigation with the defendant. He was then asked
liovv many suits lie hau with him and the causes of
uction. Held that the Court below properly excluded
so much ol tlie inquiry as related to the causes ol action,
u whs iii uo way material or pertinent to the i9sue, iu
materiality consisting solely on me bearing ol the credit
due to the pi :i in till as a witness, aud was, tlierctore.
only collateral to the issue.
Now, sir, the authorities seem to me peculiarly

applicable to the present question here. The difficultieswhich are supposed to exist because
estrangement and ill leeliug between the wituess
aud Mr. Beecher were connected with ttie very
subjcct of the litigation oi this action, and if in a
controversy between the witness and Mr.
Beecher witness is permitted to make declarationswnicii are material to tiie main is^ue
wnicli directly effect the interest of Mr.
'1'iiton and this litigation here, Your Honor will
perceive by that mode ol inquiry Mr. Beecher is
permitted to produce his declarations to a third
party against us while we were not present. If
necessary, sir, ii you will permit me. l will look a
moment to the opinion, wnicii may be lul.er than
the margiuai note. The opinion says, sir, ''The
evidence proposed to be given by tn<! answer that
so .nuch ol' the question as was excluded was in
no way material or pertiuent to the issue loutnl
between the parties, and which formed the subjectol the trial. Its materiality constituted solelyita bearing upon the credit due to the plaintiff as
a witness, and was, tueieiore, collateral in its nature.Inquiries oi tills character must necessarily
be made in another wav, otnei wise the trial of
issues upon leelinps would be often so far extendedby them as to obscure the real points involvedin the controversy, and obscure the minds

ject ol such Inquiries is to show that the witness
may be giving bis testimony under some
reeling or impulse inconsistent wltn an impartialdlsclosnre ol the truth. It Is not material
wo inquire the particular prooes* or the
detail ol circumstances by means of which tnat
feeling may have been produced, for the fact
itself is all that the case can require to be proved,
and all that the law will permit to be shown. The
discovery 01 the motive under which the witness
may at tue time be giving his evidence is the end
and object to be attained, and that can always
be accomplished by tue direct inquiry concerning
its existence or concerning ttie facts tuemselves,ordinarily indicating the existence or
imjuoper motives. It is sufficient to show
that the dltllculty affecting his teelings and
likely to Influence his eviucuce exists between
the witness and the party it may be giwu
against, and tnat can always be shown without
pursuing a detailed inqu.ry into toe circumstance*attending its development" Tint id*
thorny, sir, very abundantly sustains the ;>ropositionwinch I submitted to Your Honor yesterday,and winch you at once recognized as >aw.
Now it may be said, sir, tbftt tn s letter Of Mr.

Ueeoner, upon August 4, necessarily came umler
tne observation ol Mr. 'liiion ar ihe time he was
engaged mutually with Mr. Mouiton iu preparing
Mm reply to that instrument. It Will M tor Your
Honor's consideration how lar the presentation of
that letter to Mr. Tllton.il It w.is submitted to
him, which does not appear.and now tar tiis ao!ceptance or repudiation ot the statements oi that
let:er may be admissible. Certainly, suillcient
yet lias not been given to allow ttie production of
that Iptt^r nnrlftp That <*f titiinuuru.n

Mr. Kvarta.As 1 understand this lefter was not
objected to.
Mr. beacn.I object to that letter, or any partof that letter wliU-n, in the judgment oi your

Honor, will lay a lounuution lor the introduction
01 Mr. Beectier's letter.
The Jui'tfe.A»r. hvarts may read the last letter.

TT«AT MOL'l.TON SAIl) TO BBECUKB WUKN ASKKII
fok DoouMawra.

Counsel lor pltmufl tnea read the letter aa follows:.
No. 19 Kemxik Strut, Aug. 6, 1874.

Rev. Hrnrt Ward Hekchkh:.
My Dear :-lr.In it 11 our ac<|u ilntnncc and friendship I

have never received irotn you a letter of tlie tone of
youmoi August 4. Itseeun am Ike yourtell, and u> have
been Inspired by the suuie ill HdYisiir* Who had so lament
ably car rbd your private ait'airs belore a committee of

I your church and tiionc? t,e ore the public.
In reply, let m-remind you that during the whole of

the pint four years all ti.e document*. note* and inemorflDili*.which you imi Mr. Tnto.i have intrusted to me,
Lav* l<ee:i so intriiwd be<:au>e they had a reierence to
your mutual difference*. 1 hold no papers, eitiier
of vour* or .his, except such as bear on this
oue. You npfAK of "mem >r nda of artair* not iinmediatelyconuei'tui with Mr. Tilton'* ma nr."
You probably allude he^e Pi the memoranda of
your difficulties with Mr. Howcn. hut these have a direct
rfleren-iC to your present ;ts« with Mr. lllton. and
were deposited with me by you bee auto ol inch reierence.\,.u apeak, ano of a letter or two (rora your
brother and suiter. and I am sum you have not lorgotten
tlie appre'iensi .11 whicn wc entertained lest Mr* Hooker
Alioiild lultll a design which s.'io loreshadowe I to uiva le
your pulpit and rea 1 to your coi.grepatlon a c011Tes.1i011
ol your intimacy with Mrs. Tilton.
you sp'-a* 01 oth.-r paper*, which I hold "subject to

your wlshe«." I hold none «ueh. nor do I hot I anv subJtclto Mr. niton1 wtahe* in paper*which ( bold,
both your* and his, wore not given tome to be iubi»<t
M ttw wtsb«« ol el liar of toe part.c*. But tu- v ryoiH
|ect ol my holding the.m lias been, and stlu Is, to prevent
the wish oi one pxrty from be.n^ injuriously oxeiuiMtJ
against the other.
Yon are incorrect in saving that Mr. Tilton had acces*

to my "depository ol material*" On me contrary, i
fit ralteMd Mr tilton Mich aorwi I'linns the preparationol his »w irn «tai< ini nt he came to inn and said
his easu v.ould ',e iiieoiiipl e iiuleHs I permuted tilm th«
Use ot all the d eum'tit*, tmt i r-.us-a. and ail he cm id
r< l\ upon were ,-<ich no s m he had made from time to
tun? Mltti v/Vi'i *{% '/f y'.'ttrs which Vou h.ul written to
me to be re id to bun, ^nil pass iges ol which he caught
from my lips in ilet.and. Mr Tilton has -e> n only a
party' ty*. m my u iss. -sion, niwl would If more
nurpriite i lo v am 11v« vtitire lacta ol the case titan you
can p(fsiljlv l>c.
'Vhat rumor* trifiy iinvc eii>iter1 In newspaper

oflu h lino** Ml, but tn«r lllfl not come IfM me.
in <,\' siii it ui u u.r i ou hu v. 'i don't u>k you i<: plar.e

before the committee any i><i!» rs wim'h Mr. niton u»a»
tut*- uivin you. full i do uuintuil ili.it von forthwith
iiIhuc la: lore »li<' 'oimnittce very j> per which I li*v»
written or j><tc with vou." In re[>lv. 1 can only
n\y til at 1 annul itstly p aci: before I lie cominltl<-.e lite
j..ii era .»t one I thi p.-true* without doing the inv- Willi
tin* pap r» of tb" otli'-r. anJ I moot do thu honorably
exc i't either by I'ttrnl pro'. s oompelli:iK mo orel»e b*
rn« nt in writing nol only ul your*eil. but iJ Mr. Til
Ion. hi'Ii wlmm i shall touler on His autiieola* spt-edU)
iwi pMiitiie.Vou will. I trmt, m.e a frr uter v'rit of Ju-tloe in ttili
reply tlimri yon hay 'niu.* iito youi unusual lettei
oi Aii<u.'»t i. Veiy r -i/cciiullyi HA NOIS D. WOllLTOIf.

Mr. Kv;irf*».We off^r In evidence the tetter tc
which tun one J'lHt read 1.4 itti aiiMwor, It having
been coiunjinlintf 1 10 and r»ad ny Mr. Iiltou.

Mr.)!' Kb rbat ntrtu true, nt it ton ool
appear in evidence, mid, tn mv judgment, itshoulc
nppear troth the witness' direct exuuiluatlor
whether tti" content* of the letter were communl
cated to Mr. I in on or not.

Mr. K\ ui- Theie u no pretence lh»t there li
si .1 ni if 0 \ .'i-t thaa the ou<

i 11.1 ve re..1. Every word 01 f.ne e tcr ol Aiiirutit
wa« written i>y Mr. Illton. hiki in thui letter d<
in iken tnrre nep:'iMt« quota ions from Mr
Uecriicr'n 1«11 isr ol Auijii.ii 4. on every prinnpli
Oi evident1': the wvilei ol .in Jill-. <arf;r to a tie
1 mi i>" li;ni iii iia.e kr owiedge of the letter lu
aiicHcu. it if a art wi am lint Know cage.

Mr. iiean .1 mil vv i .l'i ue tru 11 the letter t(
which the ipulr »a» itddreaa w.ia adareaxed t<

KIFLE SHEET
j the party making the reply. It does not appear

that ttie quotation* were given to Mr. Moultou to
r be r>mt>o<ueit iu the letter.
) I he Jonge.I think It would be desirable to Interrogatethe witness on the subject.

Mr. Kvarts.Does Your Honor rule that the totteris uot evidence at present*
i The Judge.I express a wish to hear the witinesv statement in regard to the matter.
f The witness was then interrogated In regard to

the letter. He said that the passages were quoted
) In ihe reply by Mr. Til ton aud liltusili; the latter

wa* a reply to the letter oi Mr. Heecher of August
i 4. The letter was drawn up bv Mr. Tilton and

himself.
i he Judge.I think the letter may go In now.

I BEtCIIKK KKBUKU MUl'l TON AND WANTS HIS
I PAI'khs.

Counsel read the letter as below
Bhookly.?, August 4. 1874.

y. D. Mocltom. Esq.
sik. Your letter,bearing 'late August 4, 1871, Is this

minute net Iveil. Allow me to express uiv nvrut and
astonishment th:it you reined me penaisslon even to
tee certain letters ami papers In your poncsniun relating
to me charge* made auulnst me by itieoUore 1'ilton, and
at the reasons given tor the relusal.
On your solemn and repealed assurances of personal

friendship, and in the unquestioning confidence with
wtileh you inspired me of vour honor and fidelity, i
placed In your hands tor sae keeping various
letters addressed to me Irnm my bro her, my sistwr
and various other parties-, also ineinurinda ol affair*
not immediately connected with Mr. Tiltnn's matters.
I also truiu time to time addressed von confidfntlal notes
relating to my own sell as one irteii.1 would write to au1o'her these papers vere never placed in yotir hands
to be held lor two parties, nor to be used in any w«j.

> Thev were. 10 e hew tor inc. I do not wish them to be
suuiect to risk ol loss or scattering from mv carries*
hubits in the manner of prtiwrvlng tocuuiti rhey
wi re to be he'd lor me. In so far as these paper* were
concerned, you wero only a friendly trustee, holding
papers subject to my wishes.
Mr Tilton hits mndc a u>lIy js^nult upon ine, and has

used totters and fragments of letters purporting to be
copies ot these papers. Are these extracts tenmne f
Are ihey u-arblod r vVhat are their dates t What, it auytr.net. has been ielt out, and what put in ?

Vi>u refuse my demand tor tliesc papers on the various
pleas that it 1 peak he truth in my statement 1 do not
need tliem ; that if 1 make a fueoesslu1 use of mem it will
be an Inlurjr to Mr. Tilton, and that y»u, as a friend of
buih parties, are bound not to aid either in aiiy act that
slialt iniurc the other.
Hut I do not dosire to injure any one, but to repel an

lumry attempted upon me by the use ofpapers committedsacredly to your care, l'hese documents have been seen
and copied tncy have been hawked for salo iu New York
newspaper ortlces: what purport to be my confidential
notes to you arc on the market. Unt when I demand a
sitlit of the originais ol papers ot which you are only a
trustee, that I mav defend myself, you refuse, because
you are the friend of both parties!
Mr. Tilton- has access to your .depository for materials

with which to strike me. but 1 am uot permitted to use
them to defend my set 11

I do not ask you to place before the committee any
papers which Mr. Tilton may have given you. But I do
demand that you forthwith plaee before the committee
every paper which 1 have written or deposited with
you. Youis truly, H. W. BtiiiUHEK.
TILTON'S ACCOUNT WITH WOODRUFF & ROBINSON.
A copy ol a bant account between Tilton ami

Woodruff A Kobiuson was here banded in oy counselior deien<i:int. It commenced in January, 1871.
Being handed to the wituess ho said It was a cour
nf tha a/^/.ni.r Hi a H % m witlt 'hhnA.l^a .

lie believed it was correct ;'ttieir accountant made
»U
The paper was put In evidence, and Mr. Hill, of

counsel lor the defendant, read it, an follows:.
Theodore Tilton In account with Woodruff A Kobiuson

DUTOl.
1871.February 3, ca»h »500 00

February la, cash..... . .... 5tw OJ
February 3l. cash -. 5i>si oo
March «, ca^ti - -5"0 00
March H, c.isli 1,500 U0
ilay 3, ca»!i . 5'm 00
November 13. cHsh 1.11.1 62
November 25. cash 850 00

1872.January 27, cash al.Ooo uo
Auril 2o, cash 16 0.)
May 27, cash 100 HO
May 27, cash ~Ml 00
May .7,cash . 600 00
June 8. cash 600 00
June 11, io Woodruff A ItoMnson, guardian,
interest on ooud and inonnHtfe . ;>40 60

July 8, cash 260 UO
Auiinst 12, cash 1.21H) 00

f Au«ii*t -2, cash #300 00
September 1, <jf.*h 1,843 91
November 8, F. Woodruff, guardian, interestun bond an,l lnorttfmfe 297 50
November 8, cash .. 500 00
lieccuiber 27, oash WW 00

1873.April 21, cash 170 48

Total 9120*81 46
CUKDIT.

1571.January 7, by cash ... 91,004 33
May 1, fin lance of interest on account 45 21
Nnveiuoer i.1, balance ol Intercut on account500 00
NoveiulKsr JO, balance ol interest on account250 00

1872.J.muary 2, tmlauce ot interest on accoirnt 1,000 00
April 5, balance ol' imprest on account.... ?,00o 00
M.<v 2", balance oi interest on account 100 00
November 28. balaucc of interest on account7 26

1873.April 21, balance of interest on account.... In 05

Totals $12,'A: 45
IiEFX'llKR IK ACCOUNT WITH MOU1.TON.

! The paper « hlcii 1 now produce purports (said
the wnness) to be au account ol Hie receipts uiid
d;gou.riiemi.'Qtsof moneys- received by me irom II. W.
Ueecher; it is a corieCt Htatemeni as iar as taken
iron the booka: I believe one or two ciiecKs h.tye
been ieft out; I think there were two payments in
currency besides that account.
rue paper is offered in evidence.

DbtilT 81DK.
1871.July 19, paid Kev. C. C. Heat tie. check S165 27.
AjMUft .H, Data >lrs Tbeo. Tilton, clH-ch. Siiiw.
187^.Januarv 19, i>aid Mr. Theo. rillon#*).
May 2S, paid ftev. A. M. Kee l, check, $J'Jl 76.
May 25. paul Mr*. T. Tilton $26.
July 8, paid Kev A. M. Ilted $11812
October 21. paid Mrs. Tilton $50.
187J- -March 7 Laid Hjv. C. C. Beattle, chcck, $545.
Auril 5. nai l Mrs. T. Tilton balance ol SOX). il'xS.
May 8. paid Theodore llltoii, check. $1,000. I
July ;i. paid Tilton, indorsed by O. w. Iluland, attorney.check. S >50. ;
August la u.Ud rheodoro Tilton. check. $2S0; Heplem

ber 1-. i>«*i<i Iheodore Tilton. olieclt SouO: .-epteilllier
30, check, hcolore Tiltou, >S M: Deui-mbur 9, paid Tiifo<1.rt« I'll ion, check, tlo. December lo, paid A. M Keed,
check. $JM.

1.-7*.February 24. paid Theodor* Tilion, Mrs. Theodore
Tiiton, cash i<>r check, $'km; March :W. paid fheodore
Tliloii, O. W. Kuland. check, $4'JU; May 2, Theodore I lltonIndorsed tioldm Av, b> O. W. Kuland. Attorney,
$2j<i ; May 20, paid Theodore Tilton, check, $S00; iootlut
ui pencil. $0,07*) 15.

CBKUIT sink.
1K71..time 1G. received chuck ol II. W Beecher 9r>S 85;

Konoibw U.NothfMl ohtot of Q W Beecher, Situ.
li>72.May Si. received check ol H. \V. Hecchcr, 8294 76.
1873.Ke'jruary 1A received May JJ, received

ca.-h,
In pencil, looting $6.1uo 61.
Witness said.These statement* were taken

from tne books oi tne ilrin ol Woodruff A Rot>tn.ion;the outnoa were made at. the respective
dates ou the hooks; it is taken Hum my o.vn iu*
div.duai account in the le lger. lo reply to Mr.
Porter, tne witness Saul lie would brim; the ledger
to-morrow to snow utm how It vu; thtittato'mcnt was an extract lroni witness account with
the tirm.

How does ft happen that all the stima reiceived fty you iroui Mr. Beeeber do Koi appear in
tne account? A. I mink there were some sums
wtiicn i received iu currency, and whicu I immediatelypaid ut; 1 did not depusu them; these
do not appear in tne account.

y. That occurred in several Instances? A. I do
not know; l think lu one or t.vvo: I have no means
of ascertaining tins, as dd not keep a niemoraildum;.is 1 received onecks I hau the money de-
poattod to my credit. |

ti. it the books show an account between yon
and tne firm. ho<v does it show an Individual ac-
count between you Mid Mr. Beechcr t A. it M put
down so from a memorandum. I received the accountlroni our accountant. 1 believe Mi'. T'llton
has one of his own.

Mr. Portei.We would like to have the ledtrer.
What does itsbow! A. It shows my credit account
and the checks that 1 paid out.

<4. wnat is there on the books t,o show to who
tne checks were paid? A. I'he accouut which Is
ke^t there was paid irom no other money than
mat of Mr. Heecner.
Q. Wnatlstneie to show that the money was

received irom >ir. needier' A. ihe credit on me
book is irom Mr. Breeder 10 me. If you allow we
1 will snow you.

Tlie counsel here hanled the witness the balancesh"et to wnich ue ieierred as being a traascriptfrom ttio books ol Cue account oetwecn
Iieury Ward Uaectier and Francis U. Moulton, and
tne letter, quietly perusing tlie paper, read aloud
various items 01 sums received iroiu Mr. Beecher,
wilu tlie date and tlie amount* set lortti, and the
p.trnes, chiefly Mr. aud Mrs. Iliton. to wtioin the
uumjy was paid from time to time. The total
amount received comes out as $.j,oo0.

y. In the accounts 01 your llr n can it be shown
what were the financial transactions between
yuursnli ami Mr. Tllton, or were these accounts
kept separate i A. ihe account was betweeu
myseli and Mr. niton.

q. If I understand you. there wai no account
then, between your Urin aud Mr. Beecher ? A. So,
sir; tner j was not.

y. Nor was there any account l>etween you and
Mr. needier <>n mo books im me Arm r A. No, sir.

(4. '1 lie occasion K r tins account appearing on
the bo<>t» was oniy to iiiionn you wneu money was
received irom Mr. Keecher and wucn tt was pain
out by von iu che. Ks on the firm" A. Yes, sir.

y, VV lien you made currency payments Irom
Mr. Beecher and wnen they were not given
ttirongii tne firm there would, men, be no ao
oount entered of it? a. No, Mr.

y. Have you not a co nplete account of the
money whlcn you receive r irom Mr. Beecherf A.
No. sir; tnere is rio complete account 01 it unless
that ne a complete oa:-.

y. Am i to inier, tr.en. that all u»e money you
received iroui Mr. usedier .» uot accoutred tor on

this paper? A. Twic , 1 iciieve, I received money
Irom Ur. Beechei wmch is not entered mere,

y. Did you receive money from mm turee times
that is not licref A. 1 am sure 1 did not receive it
Irom him three times; I s lould say mat I uave uot
received it irom Inm three times.

q. can you state, sir, the total amon .! received
by you irom Mr. Beecher 1 A. I cannot, sir.

Q, How much did you receive on any of these
occasions r A. on one occasion I be<>eve I received

1 $3110 from mm, or thereabouts.
r q. flow much at the otnci time ? A. About |600

I mould thinK.
I O. Did you receive. In January, i»Tl# from Mr.
I Tilson $4,oo<) * A. Hold.
1 q. Wnen wa« me first draft made on that

moucj r i uc uini> ui ri.t \v»h iuauu uu rimuaij
3, 1U7I.

Q. Did the Ifi.ooo, which you received from Mr.
needier, pntcr into Una aci oun r Mr. niton's
wnun kept, iq aayttilu* a. No, sir; i don't
tiniik it did.

y. Do you know how Mr. Tilton kepi his money
account)* before lie placed tne f 1,000 in y->ut euro?
A. He kepi bis money, I believe, in buuk and wltu
individual*.

g. Turn $4,000 wiis monev which Mr. Tilton ijavo
you to be depollteuf A. ill, sir; It W.'.m.

u, Wiih tin* monev mven v.iu liv Dim in unrreriov

or in checks A. I think It was In checka, Out I
don't remember positively.

Q. H'h there a <1° posit of $7,000 about April &
with you, and on waose account was it made f A.
That was on Henry C. Bowen's chec*.

Q. When was the GoUlm Age established, Mr.
Moultou? A. It was established In March. 1871.

o. Who was the editor and proprietor of the
Golden Aqtl A. Tbeonore I'll ton was. <

Q. Was he the puousher ol tha paper also * A. .

Yes, sir.
W. Was Mr. Tllcon's paper a auoc^ss? A. 1 really

don't know how that stands; it is stilt in existence.
Q. Wer&there assurances of assistance made in

the enten>rlst* 1 A. Certain parties said they
would contrioute U the paper should prove successful.

Q. Did you contribute to the undertaking ' A.
I contributed $1,500, and 1 subscribed $3,000 towardIt.

U. What was the date of vour subserintlnn urn
couiribuuon ? A. 1 tton't remember exactly.

V. Was it before or ufter the publication r A.
Prooaoiv belore tUe publication. *

(j. Can you state wrieu you paid the $1,600.was
it that same year r A. It was tiiat spring, I tiuuk.

q, urn you receive a note from l'lltoii for tne
money ? A. I did, and 1 returned iilui the note
beiore the close of the year; his notes were made
payaule if the paper was a success.

q. What was the date oi the note f A. I catv't
say; the notes were arranged by my partner. Mr.
Woodruff; 1 ttave back the note to Mr. Tllton.

q. Was timt alter tue publication of tne life of
Victor la Wood hull r A. 1 believe it was, but 1 am
not certain about that.

Q. What interval occurred between the receipt
of these notes and the r return? A. The notes
were all returned in the utter part of 1871. t
think.

Q. What was the aggregate amount of your contributiontoward ^tie Golden A(je? vA- It was
about.I don't remember exactly.
Mr. Beach here objected to questioning the

witness as to nis business relations wan Mr.
1'ilton, and Mr. Hvarts said that though this Hum
of evideuce might not be in itself pertinent, it
wou>d be shown to be important a» connecting
facts which tney would elicit from his answers.
The Court regarded the line of evidence as
proper.

Q. What were the conditions upon which these
notes were made payable? A. The.v were only
made payable in case the Golden Aye proved a
success.

Q. Did the attempt to publish the paper prove a
success? A. It was carried on, but I don't know
whether you will consider it in the light or a saccess.
Q. What was the object or giving the notes

back ? A. It was in accordance with tin understandingwith my partners that each member of
the Htm should give his own notes.

Q. Did any other member or your Arm contribute
toward the paper f A. Yes, sir.

Q. Old you lend Mr. Tllton anjnother money f
A. Yes, sir; I lent him money iroin time to time.

Q. is there any account In existence of the
money you lent him r A. No, sir; I lent bliu
monev wlieuevcr he was In want of it.
Q. How dul you pay hun the money.In what

form? A. .Sometimes in checks.
Q. Have you trot any ol these checks ? A. Well,

I think 1 have some of these checks.
q. Let us see tnem; have you no others here f
Mr. tieacn objected to wit ness being culled upon

to give the evidence until the checks are produced.
y. llow long have you been lending Mr. Tllton

money * A. I have lent him -money from April,
1871, to the present time.

u. How much would the total sura lent amount
tn V ,1 If. id wlMitn *>111111 I Hiinv ir

amount to over $3,000.
y. L>1<1 you indorse the notes you gave him ?. A. V

I didn't indorse tiio notes, nor md I becomo responsiblelor them.
y. What amount had you belonging to Mr. T1Itonat ttie time you received the $a,000 from Mr.

Beochor? A. I don't know, sir.
y. Nor what it approximated to ? A. No, sir.
q>. Did Mr. Tilton di aw money In cnecks from

your linn? A. He draw la cnecks, I think, or
came himself lor a check.
The Beecner counsel here Indulged In a brief

consultation, and when Mr. Porter again broko
the silence he did so saving. "I will now, Mr.
Moultou, take a step back and come down to tae
Incident,® or the evening of December 30, 1870.

y. On that day did Mr. l'uton come to your
house or did you go to his house?. a. lie oame to
my house; alter leaving my house I weut to Mr.
Beecher's hou-e and met him at the door.

y. Did you meet nim in a iriendiy spirit? A. Yea,
sir; I met nun In a irlendlv spirit.

y. Were you peremptory in your manner
when you met Mr. Beecuer on that occasion, or
were you polite ? A. I was polite in manner to
bun, sir.

y. Will you state what you said to Mr. Beecherr
A. I said to Mr. Beecher Mr. Tilton wants you to
como to my house, and he replied that it was
prayer meeting night and lie could not tret away;
1 *aid to nim he bad better get some one else to
attend the prayer meeting and leave with me.

y. Did you tell him why Mr. Tilton wanted him f
A. 1 said 11 was in regard to a letter anu ins relationswith Mr. Tiltou's (amliy and in regard to a
letter trom Mr. Bowea.

y. You nad beard 01 that letter before? A. Yes;
I heard oi it from Mr. Tilton.
y. Where uid you first hear of it?. A. At bi»

house.
y. Did Mr. Tilton call to see you about the letter?

A. No. sir: ue sent ior me,
y. Did he give you the letter to read? A. No,

sir; he told me wii.it the substance oi the letter
was. ,

y. What was said about the contents of Mr. *

Bowen's letter? A. lie said that Bowen had told
mm 01 Mr. Beecher's adulteries, and that lie had
told Bowen that Mr. Beecher had made unhandsomeadvances toward his wife, and he told me
that Bowen charged .various altilteries on
tteecher, and that tie hAd made confessions ol
them.

g. Hid tie specify the adulteries or the names of
tbe parties with whom they were committed?
A. lie did uot speoiiy me adulteries or the parties.

Q. I>ld you ask htm about them ? A. I asked
him what unhandsome advances had been imde
to h:s wlie, but he would not say; he said that
bowen promised to ru. null him with the evidence
or the adulteries, but had not done so; he gave
that information to me as an excuse lor his not
having Bowen's signature to his letter to Beecher;
I took a memorandum or what he told me at tbe
time and used it in my statement.

y. Was that the davon which you noted the precisehour lu which you came In tnis connection la
regard to the alleged intimacy between the plaintit!.Hid deiendant't a. I noted it down on »
paper wheu Tiltou gave mo the Inlormation.

q. Have you got that paper t A. I nave tbe
paper.It is here.

y. What was the date on which you wrote that f
A. It was In the atternoou of December 2«, 1S70,
about three o'clock, that Tllton mane this communicationto me; 1 noted the hour because it
was important to Tllton; 1 made the memorandum
also to sDow my authority on the subject.

4. You have given all the conversation whlcH
occu; red on that occasion. A. J saw him several
times afterward at. my house, and 1 was iiequetitly
at ills house ; i saw Tiltou between the :!<ith and the
Moth ol Decemoer two or th'ee times; I saw him
on tho 27th; he cume voluntarily; lie told me then
that ne had sent word to .Mr. Bowen that he was
going to see needier, and said that Bowen ha.I
previously promised to give him the evidence; lie
muid Bowen had threatened to discharge turn from
Iiim papers it he told wb.it lie said ubout these
adulteries; Out that he would not be influenced by
any threat.

(}. Was anything said in relation to the particularsof the ;eiter to Mr. Headier in regard to Mr.
Bowen ? A. 1 do not know that he said anything
to me on the 26th or December in regard to
sendiug mm that letter; ti.e next. Interview was
December 30; there bad been no conversation duringthe interval in regaru to the communication
about Mis. Tnron; when Mr. Tilton came to my
house that evening 1 wan not aware that "

Bowen had tailed to sustaiu the allegationabout Mr. I'.eccher; Mr. Ttlton in these
successive interviews s;«.id ho nad no doubt oi the
trutii oi Mr. liown's statement; In his letter of
January, 1471. he giive the substance ot the Interviewwinch he had witti Mr. Bowen on that subject;Mr. Tilton, in the Interview of December 28.
said he nad no douot or the truth or Mr. Bowen'u
fttufy, because o the unhandsome advances
which Mr. Ueeoti»r in me to Ins wne (Mrs. Tilton).

y. Had Mr. 1'itton previously ever said anytnlng
to you injurious to the moral character of Mr.
Heccner? A. Not until December 20; at that time
be said Mr. Keectier's longer preaching was an impositionon Pjymoutii cuurch. '

y. was mere ant b dy present at the timer A.
Don't remember that there was any one present
when be told me tuat.

y. Had he ever said anything previously detrimentalto Mr. Heecii t's moral character? A. He
spoke ot him a* acKing political courage; that
was bciure i*M; that w.ui said in relation to the
Cleveland letter.

Wii"ti in ltecomb r, 1S70, Mr. Tilton told yon
Mr. Br chrr preached to several of his mistreosa*
every M i.iday, di I vou believe it?
Objected to, :iud oujection overruled by the

Court.
A. i couldn't and didn't believe It at the time.
y. Your wne was a memoer of Plymouth church

at that time ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is sue still a meiuoer of Plymouth church ? A.

Her name Is slid on me roil oi membership, but
she is not. a communicant, nor has sue been since
1S7not since sue came in possession ol the facts.

q. \v lien iiid she ceu.^e to attend? A. 1 can't answerthat qufttion; 1 don't know.
<7. Did sue ever attend alter 1870? A. She did

for some time aner January, 1871.
y. wnat churcn do you anend? A. 1 do not

HV <:£ >KI»i l.> i« nu.v.. u..j .i.i.u.

q. liut you did attend Plymouth c:.urcU f A.
Yes, sir.
y. Does jour wife go to any other chuiehf A.

No. si:.
u. wnendld 7011 lam attend religious serTloe*

at Plymouth cmirch r A. I last, attended Plymouth
church on the evening Uiai the investigating Com'inutee made the.r n port. (Lauguter.) I understood»iiore wa« going to be a meeting or the
church.
V in.u was not an answer to my question.

Wnen <1 id you .ait attend religious nervice* in
Plymouth chiircli r A. I don't remember the occasionparticularly, out II wan with luy wife.

y. .since the *un>iuy 111 ->«»h when you «at in Mr. ,
Tut on « pew and were introduced by linn to Mr.
Heocher? A. Yea, sir. Witness sal J that
Mr. ueorne C. itobinson, who is nis wife'#
uncle and 11e.fi of trio tlr 111 of Woodruff .V Kobin- f'
sun, is a penholder in matouurch, ami tlint lie
(Moulioni w.is in the habit 01 subscribing to the
cnurch wnen rie was wont, to attend there.
The ex munatlon at tn'ls point closed, and Ourt

adinurucd uutn eleven u'oluca tin* iwuuu'jq.

t' \ '
,;


